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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1. In response to Applicant's Amendment filed on May 18, 2008, claims 1-12 are now 
pending for examination in the application. 

Applicant's amendment has overcome the previous objections regarding the drawings. 

Applicant's amendment has overcome the previous 35 U.S.C. 101 regarding claims 1-9. 

Applicant's amendment has overcome the previous 35 U.S.C. 1 12 regarding claims 1 and 

11. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufactiffe, or composition of matter, or any new 
and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

1 . Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. 

Regarding claim 11, the claim lacks the necessary physical articles or objects to 
constitute a machine or a manufacture within the meaning of 35 USC 101 . The claims lack the 
necessary physical articles or objects to constitute a machine or a manufacture within the 

meaning of 35 USC 101. They are clearly not a series of steps or acts to be a process nor are they 
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a combination of chemical compounds to be a composition of matter. As such, they fail to fall 
within a statutory category. They are, at best, fimctional descriptive material per se. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the mvention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in pubhc use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of appUcation for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-4, 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Seattle et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 5659742). 

As to claim 1, Seattle et al. teaches receiving a search request (SA), said request 
comprises at least one representation-describing feature (dl) (exemplary source types, See 
Column 16 Lines 59-66 and Column 17 Lines 6-10) distinct from content-describing features (, 
query, See Column 12 Liens 17-26); 

comparing at least one feature (il, dl, dl, dl2) of the search request with at least one 
feature of selectable media objects to establish degrees of correspondence (UG) between the 
search request (SA) and the selectable media objects (relevance ranking. See Seattle et al. 
Column 13 Lines 34-51; wherein "in order" should be removed); and 

organizing (search result list, See Seattle et al. Column 13 Lines 51-62) and presenting a 
search result based on the degrees of correspondence (UG) (generations of the relevance ordered 
search result list. See Column 14 Lines 1-4). 
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As to claim 2, Seattle et al. discloses the method as claimed m claim 1, characterized In 
that the search result Is sorted on the basis of the degrees of correspondence (UG) (ordering, See 
Seattle et al. Column 13 Lines 51-62). 

As to claim 3, Seattle et al. discloses the method as claimed in claim 1, characterized In 
that, in order to establish the degrees of correspondence, at least one representation-describing 
feature (dl) is resolved into representation-describing detailed features (dl 1, dl2) (Steps 142d 
and 142e, See Seattle et al. Fig. 6S and Column 23 Lines 46-61; wherein "in order" is 
interpreted to be intended use. It is suggested that it should be removed. See MPEP 2106.01 
II.C) 

As to claim 4, Seattle et al. discloses the method as claimed in claim 1, characterized in 
that at least one representation-describing feature (dl) of the search request is extracted from a 
user input (Step 202, See Seattle et al. Fig. 2 and Column 12 Lines 17-27). 

As to claim 6, Seattle et al. discloses the method as claimed in claim 1, characterized in 
that at least one representation-describing feature (dl) is explicitly described by the user input 
(Step 202, See Seattle et al. Fig. 2 and Column 12 Lines 17-27). 



As to claim 7, Seattle et al. discloses the method as claimed in claim 1, characterized in 
that representation-describing features (dl) are extracted from at least some of the selectable 
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media objects (preferred embodiment, See Beattie et al. Column 17 Lines 61-67 and Column 18 
Lines 1-2). 

As to claim 8, Beattie et al. discloses the method, characterized in that at least some of 
the selectable media objects are stored, with associated representation-describing features (dl) in 
a memory facility (SPEl, SPE2, . . . SPEm) (data center 110, See Beattie et al. Column 8 Lines 
53-56 and Colunm 9 Lines 15-22). 

As to claim 9, Beattie et al. discloses the method as claimed in claim 1, characterized in 
that the search request (SA) comprises at least one content-describing feature (il, 12) (subject 
selecting window. See Beattie et al. Fig. 4a and Column 17 Lines 39-44). 

As to claim 10, Beattie et al. discloses the method, characterized in that initially, in order 
to determine degrees of correspondence for selection (AUG) between a search request (SA) and 
the available media objects (MOl, M02 . . . MOn), at least one content-describing feature (il, 
12) of the search request (SA) is compared with at least one feature of the available media objects 
(MOl, M02, . . . MOn), and that the selectable media objects are selected from the available 
media objects as a function of the degrees of correspondence for selection (AUG) (See Beattie et 
al Column 13 Lines 34-45). 



As to claim 11, Beattie et al. discloses a system (SS) of searching for media objects, with 
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- a media interface (MS) for access to selectable media objects, (See Beattie et al. Fig. 4a and 
Column 8 Lines 58-59; wherein "for" is interpreted to be intended use and should be replaced 
with "to". See MPEP 2106.01 II.C) 

- a request interface (AS) for receiving a search request from a user, (See Beattie et al. Fig. 4a 
and Column 8 Lines 58-59 ; wherein "in such a way" and "in order" is interpreted to be intended 
use. It is suggested that it should be removed. See MPEP 2106.01 II.C) 

- a comparison device (VE) set up in such a way that, in order to determine degrees of 
correspondence (UG) between the search request (SA) and selectable media objects, at least one 
feature of the search request is compared with at least one feature of the selectable media objects, 
wherein the search request (SA) comprises at least one representation-describing feature (query 
server, See Beattie et al. Column 10 Lines 24-31; wherein in order should be deleted), and 

- an organizational device (OE) set up in such a way that a search result based on the degrees of 
correspondence is organized (session server 1 14, See Beattie et al. Column 10 Lines 24-31). 

As to claim 12, Beattie et al. discloses the system (SS) as claimed in claim 1 1 with an 
inputting device (EE) for converting a user input into a search request comprising at least one 
representation-describing feature (PC 104, See Beattie ct al. Column 12 Lines 15-19; wherein 
"for" is interpreted to be intended use and should be replaced with "to". See MPEP 2106.01 
II.C). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 



Application/Control Number: 10/556,002 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2169 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this OfRce action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would ha\'e been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Seattle et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 5659742) in view of Nolting (U.S. Patent No. 6718308). 

3. The above method teaches all the limitations of claim 4. With respect to independent 
claim 5, Seattle et al. does not disclose the use of an acoustic device that extracts a feature of the 
search request from the user's input. 

However, Nolting teaches the use of an acoustic device that extracts a feature of the 
search request from the user's input [using an audio device including a voice recognition module 
that extracts a feature (i.e. keywords) from a user's input (i.e utterances), See Nolting Fig. 1 and 
Column 4 Lines 37-54]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify the teachings of Seattle et al . to include an audio input device 
with a voice recognition module to exfract a feature pertaining to search request by means of 
voice analysis as taught by Nolting . This would have allowed to user to create search queries 
hands free and would reduce errors and time lost caused by typing. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 05/13/08 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 
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In response to Applicant's argument that, "Beattie et al. does not teach or suggest "said 
search request comprises at least one representation-describing feature distinct fi-om content- 
describing features," is deemed not persuasive. 

Applicant's specification describes representation-describing features, which may also be 
referred to as representation-specific attributes or perception features, hereby relates to all 
features that describe the representation of a media object on Page 1 Paragraph 11. Applicant's 
specification fiirther describes the term content describing feature refers to features that describe 
the content of a media object, i.e. features that generally form the search requests for 
conventional search engines on Page 3 Paragraph 28. 

Beattie et al. teaches source types shown in box 349 may be selected by the user in order 
to focus a query search on a subset of documents in database 118 associated with one or more 
source types selected by the user at Column 17 Lines 6-10 and Fig. 4A. These source types are 
distinct and representative of these files as they do not have anything to do with the content in 
them. Therefore the rejection is maintained 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Apphcant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to NICHOLAS E. ALLEN whose telephone number is (571)270- 
3562. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 830-630. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Trujillo can be reached on 571-272-3677. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/N. E. A./ /James K. Trujillo/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2 1 69 Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 
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